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102. FTC v.

| ndiana Feder ation of Dentists
476 U.S. 447 (1986)
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)

3)
X

(Federal Trade Commission found that dental association rule
forbidding members to submit x-rays to dental insurers in connection
with claims forms constituted an unreasonable restraint of trade, and
association sought judicia review. The Supreme Court held that: (1)
policy was tested under the rule of reason analysis; (2) the policy, a
form of horizontal agreement to withhold a particular service desired
by customers, was an unreasonable restraint; (3) restraint was not
justified on basis of noncompetitive "quality of care" considerations or
as consistent with supposed state policy against evaluation of dental
x-rays by lay employees of insurers.)
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Commission Act Cost-contai nment measures

dternative benefits Indiana Dental
Association evidentiary hearing
work rule reasonable mind findings

Federal Trade Commission clam forms
rule of reason
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National Society
of Professional Engineers v. United
States

Broadcast Music,Inc. v. CBS
FTC

(per se unreasonable)

(Rule of Reason)

(price fixing)

Northwest Wholesale Stationers,Inc.
v. Pacific Stationery and Printing
Co.
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NCAA v.

Board of Regents
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Society of Professional Engineers



(1) 299




